Claims 1 and 6 have hem amended. Clakas 7 m0 8 arc eattcelled. Claims 16 aad 17 are 

new. 

Ihc Applicants note '■Mih appreciation the i 'xajiYuncr'K ackruwlcugtmcnt ihut Claim 5 is 
aliowable ow the cited doeuTnents. 

Claims 1, 4 and 6-15 remain rejected under 35 IJSC §1 03(a) over Tashiro. The rejection 
states that Tsshiro teaches a method of sdrring the solution in which eieetronsagnets move xnagnetic 
particles mid maintain the particles in the upper portion of the i^ction vessel and pomts to Fig, 2 as 
siipport. 

The rejection further equates the probes/dots stamped on ihe slide glass vv-ith a "carrier and'br 
container which have a convex/concave structiire,'' Specifically, on page 6 of the Ofiiciai Actiotij 
the rejection states that Tashiro discloses probes/dots stamped on the slide g!^s and thai '"[iji is well 
knovm that circular probes and/or stamped dots encompass convex concave structures." However, 
this statement is In direct contrast with page 4 of the Official Action tliat provides "it is well known 
that circulai- drops of liquids de\ejop ilai surface Lslc] wiicn tiic> arc i^laccd or; a ilai surface,'' The 
Applicants are at a loss to explain tiie mutually incompalibie expiajialions of the "structure"' of the 
stamped probes or dots being "well known" to encompass a convex/concave structure while also 
developiiig a flat smface> 

lit any event, the Applicants maintain that Tashiro fails to disclose, teach or suggest a carrier 
midor .-on-jJu:: 'ux'sng corxov 'co-a.\c -fucturc. As discussed in the previous Response. Tsshiro 
d--clost;^ ii rcLLt.ou vo^st'I navaiu oul} :l<:t, llatureL-iS surface onto which probes and dots are 
ininiobili?ed. Moreovtfr, any structural dimension formed b> sUiiJiping of dots or probes on a glass 
slide would be sub-microscopic and, thus, could not reasonably be construed as a convex/concave 
structure on the slide. 

However, Claim 1 has been amended to recite a "earner and/or container which ha\e a 
com'ex/concave stmcture forming a space that leceives the tine particle^; or air bubbles As shown 
in Fig<; 1 a.id T ot t ic ^ ipiKantii specific ati t. e conv e\ con^ w\ o s l cti o' cn lei be car ot 
the L-ontamer mnriS cavitses mto which the tine particle-^ Oi atr buj.iiCS aie pi ivCxi <3ro «ne ^ 
partjcles or air bubbles are retained in the cavities during stirring. Because the fine panicles or air 
bubbles tannc: escape the cavities, they are unable to cortact the selective binding sub&tance- 
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}mmobilji:ed surface. The Applicants respectfully submit that even if tlic stamped probes or dots 
were to encompass a convex or concave structure, they would be distinet from a "•'Gonvex/concave 
stiuCi-v. c 0. 11 ^I'wCO .L* ^.^ois^^t *'<v ' ^bO^'aii bubbles A.*.co o f^g'j Afp ^c .nfs 
respec'lijl> s.^on<jT }\\ u\-m ou K ..^ c.v': . suggc^si oach and r\ o~n oIoj^^t-! of t>v .oj,-ctccI 
claiiKS. 

W'itliicgaia to Claims 6 aiid 1 1 , the Appiicaiits ftirther submit that amendmeni of Cia^tn o to 
recite that the lelative width dimensions of the striKtures and the particles distirsguishes over the 
cited documents. Indeed, as indicated on page 5 of the Ofiiciai Actios, aphysical structure ■'Ahercm 
the stze of the particle is dictated by tlie distance between the container and the substance sappo:ting 
material is allowable over the cited documeiits. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection arc 
respeetfiilly requested. 

In light of the foregoing, the Applicants respectfully submit that the entire application is now 
in condition for altowaneej which is respeetfuiiy requested* 

Re^ectluUy :Subinitted* 

Reg. No. 31.750 
Attorney for Applicants 

TDG/vbm 
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